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INTRODUCTION 

In  June  1957,  the  Near  East  Report  was  established  as  a  semi-monthly 
Washington  newsletter  to  analyze  and  interpret  American  foreign  policy  in  the 
Near  East. 

Since  then,  we  have  republished  the  Report  in  bound  and  indexed  volumes 
to  meet  the  requests  which  have  come  from  many  of  our  readers  and  from 
educational  institutions. 

On  January  2,  1962,  the  Near  East  Report  became  a  bi-weekly.  We  began 
Volume  VI  with  that  issue,  so  that  bound  volumes  would  coincide  with  the 
calendar  year.  Accordingly  this  volume  combines  Volume  V — the  14  issues  from 
June  1  to  December  16,  1961  and  Volume  VI — the  26  issues  published  in  1962. 

Readers  may  obtain  past  volumes  to  complete  their  set,  which  will  provide 
them  with  a  concise  and  authoritative  record  of  all  significant  happenings  in  the 
Near  East  since  the  summer  of  1 957. 


No  Grounds  For  Complacency 

Arab  editors  and  radio  commentators  marked  Israel’s  thirteenth 
anniversary  on  May  15  with  the  customary  pledges  to  destroy  Israel 
and  establish  an  Arab  state. 

The  editor  of  Al-Ahram,  Cairo  newspaper,  wrote  that  “war 
with  Israel  is  inevitable,”  that  Israel  would  start  the  war  because 
]  it  would  have  no  alternative,  that  Arab  power  is  growing  every 
day  and  that  the  struggle  would  come  within  five  years, 
j  In  Damascus,  President  Nasser’s  aide,  Abdul  Hamid  al-Serraj, 
declared,  “The  Arabs  entered  Palestine  not  as  one  army  but  as  seven 
disunited  armies,  and  this  was  the  main  cause  of  the  Palestine 
tragedy.”  He  said,  “We  shall  not  observe  May  16  as  a  black  and 
I  painful  anniversary  because  our  victories  will  remove  all  its  gloomy 
shadows.” 

j  On  May  17,  in  a  Hebrew  broadcast  to  Israel,  Cairo  Radio  de- 
I  dared  that  the  imaginary  equilibrium  between  Israel  and  the  UAR 
j  had  been  upset  and  that  the  UAR  forces  are  now  superior  to  Israel 
J  forces  in  quantity  as  well  as  quality. 

!  •  •  • 

Those  who  live  ten  thousand  miles  away  can  complacently 
dismiss  these  threats  as  empty  bluster.  But  if  one  lives  within 
minutes  of  the  MIG-19  jets  which  the  Soviet  Union  has  unscrupu¬ 
lously  delivered  to  the  UAR,  there  is  no  ground  for  complacency. 

In  recent  weeks,  Prime  Minister  David  Ben-Gurion  and  other 
Israel  leaders  have  been  warning  their  own  people  of  the  dangers 
of  the  Soviet  build-up  in  the  Middle  East. 

Arab  leaders  are  growing  more  confident  of  their  ultimate 
victory  over  Israel.  They  have  been  striving  for  political  gains 
in  Africa  and  for  propaganda  gains  at  the  United  Nations,  where 
they  have  been  exploiting  the  Arab  refugee  issue  to  pressure  Israel 
and  the  West.  They  have  been  emboldened  by  Western  setbacks 
in  Cuba  and  Laos,  by  the  Soviet  victory  in  space,  by  the  erosion 
of  Western  prestige  and  the  disarray  of  the  Western  alliance.  And — 
above  all — by  expanding  Soviet  military,  economic  and  political  aid. 

*  *  * 

It  is  against  this  background  that  Mr.  Ben-Gurion  came  to 
Canada  on  an  official  visit,  and  to  the  United  States,  where  he  met 
with  President  John  F.  Kennedy  and  Secretary  of  State  Dean  Rusk. 
There  has  been  widespread  speculation  about  the  agenda  of  these 
conversations.  But,  manifestly,  the  time  is  not  propitious  for  any 
new  or  bold  initiatives  in  the  Middle  East.  In  his  public  statements 
Mr.  Ben-Gurion  has  said  repeatedly  that  Israel  must  depend  “on 
arms  and  the  good  will  of  the  non-Arab  world”  for  its  continued 
existence.  It  is  as  simple — and  basic — as  that. 

Israel  is  isolated  in  the  Middle  East  because  it  is  one  of  the 
few  truly  democratic  nations  in  the  region.  It  is  virtually  surrounded 
by  enemies  waiting  for  the  day  and  it  is  constantly  exposed  to  harsh 
totalitarian  winds  from  Moscow.  Because  its  people  are  committed 
to  democracy  by  conviction,  they  have  the  inner  strength  to  resist 
pressure  from  any  source.  But  inner  strength  is  not  enough.  No 
people  can  stand  alone.  Nor  are  treaties  and  guarantees  enough — 
unless  they  are  reinforced  by  sincere  friendship  and  understanding. 

Israel  knows  the  importance  of  collective  security  and  under¬ 
stands  the  perils  which  menace  all  democratic  peoples  should  demo¬ 
cratic  leaders  quarrel  among  themselves,  turn  their  backs  on  col¬ 
lective  security,  disengage  themselves  from  commitments  and  return 
to  lonely  isolation. 

It  is  this  conviction  which  has  probably  impelled  Mr.  Ben-Gurion 
to  call  on  world  leaders  to  strengthen  the  common  quest  for  peace 
and  freedom. 
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Atom!  for  Baghdad.  The  Soviet  Union 
will  supply  Iraq  with  specialists  and 
equipment  to  assist  in  the  construction 
of  an  atomic  reactor,  Moscow  an¬ 
nounced  May  19. 

This  decision  was  taken  notwithstand¬ 
ing  Moscow’s  disapproval  of  Iraq’s 
treatment  of  local  Communists.  Three 
days  earlier,  on  May  16,  Moscow  Radio 
broadcast  a  report  published  in  Trud, 
Soviet  newspaper,  entitled  “Grave  News 
from  Iraq,’’  to  the  effect  that  Baghdad 
authorities  arrested  and  imprisoned 
Iraqi  organizers  of  May  Day  workers’ 
demonstrations,  including  Ali  Shuqayr, 
President  of  the  Iraqi  General  Federa¬ 
tion  of  Trade  Unions.  “Thus,  a  new 
oppressive  act  against  the  working  class 
has  been  realized,”  says  Trud.  “The 
Soviet  people  cannot  ignore  the  attempts 
of  Iraqi  reaction  which  aims  to  destroy 
the  fruits  of  the  changes  in  this  young 
republic.” 

Alternate  to  Suez?  The  Iraqi  govern¬ 
ment  has  started  construction  of  a  new 
harbor  and  free  port  in  Umm  Qasr  by 
which  Iraq  hopes  to  become  “a  perma¬ 
nent  link  between  East  and  West.”  Ir¬ 
aqis  envisage  shipping  goods  by  rail 
from  Europe  to  Baghdad  and  Basra, 
and  thence  by  ship  to  the  Persian  Gulf, 
India  and  the  Far  East. 

Maj.  Gen.  Muzhir  Al-Shawi,  di¬ 
rector  general  ot  Iraqi  ports  and  har¬ 
bors,  denied  British  press  reports  that 
the  development  is  intended  to  provide 
an  alternate  route  to  the  Suez  Canal. 

Letter  to  Sand.  The  Arab  press  has 
disclosed  that  President  Kennedy  has 
sent  a  personal  message  to  King  Saud 
of  Sau^  Arabia  on  Arab-IsraeI-U.S. 
relations.  Contents  were  not  published 
and  the  White  House  withheld  com¬ 
ment,  but  it  is  assumed  that  the  mes¬ 
sage  is  linked  with  the  Kennedy-Ben- 
Gurion  meeting. 

Prcwme  on  Loadon.  President  Nasser 
of  the  UAR  has  complained  to  the  Brit¬ 
ish  about  the  supplying  of  tanks  and 
{Continued  on  page  4) 
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President  Habib  Bourguiba’s  surprise 
attack  on  Israel  before  the  UN  Corre¬ 
spondents  Association  in  New  York,  on 
May  12.  evoked  a  bitter  reply  from 
Prime  Minister  David  Ben-Gurion  in 
the  Israel  Knesset,  five  days  later. 

The  Tunisian  President  was  given  a 
royal  welcome  here.  He  was  the  first 
head  of  state  to  receive  an  official  invi¬ 
tation  to  meet  President  Kennedy.  He 
was  cheered  by  Congress  and  promised 
substantial  U.S.  aid.  More  than  200,000 
greeted  him  in  a  ticker  tape  parade  in 
New  York. 

While  he  was  in  Washington,  Bour- 
guiba  dissociated  himself  from  Nasser’s 
anti-Western  position  in  a  speech  be¬ 
fore  the  National  Press  Club.  Cairo 
Radio  reacted  with  indignation.  If 
Cairo’s  purpose  was  to  bait  Bourguiba 
into  a  denunciation  of  Israel  to  prove 
his  Arab  patriotism,  it  succeeded. 

At  the  conclusion  of  the  Kennedy- 
Bourguiba  talks,  a  joint  communique 
emphasized  the  importance  of  negotia¬ 
tions  in  the  effort  to  attain  peace  and 
stability  in  Algeria,  North  Africa  and 
the  M^iterranean  area.  At  the  United 
Nations,  a  reporter  asked  Bourguiba 
whether  the  principle  of  negotiations 
should  not  be  appli^  to  the  Arab-Israel 
conflict. 

Bourguiba  startled  his  audience  by  a 
dismal  recitation  of  stock  Arab  propa¬ 
ganda  themes.  He  brushed  aside  the 
prospect  of  negotiations  by  contending 
that  Israel  had  never  shown  any  dis¬ 
position  to  abide  by  UN  decisions. 

Israelis  have  always  pressed  for  peace 
negotiations;  Arabs  have  rejected  them 
from  the  beginning.  But  the  Bourguiba 
statement  implied  the  reverse.  More¬ 
over,  he  even  questioned  Israel’s  very 
right  to  exist  as  an  independent  state. 
He  stated: 

*'A11  efforts  at  negotiations  have 
failed.  Israel  has  invoked  the  right 
of  conquest;  it  says  here  we  are 
and  here  we  stay.  This  problem 
cannot  be  solved  by  negotiating 
details.  So  long  as  there  is  no 
agreement  on  tlMse  fundamentals 
by  the  Jews  vriio  have  come  from 
Cratral  Europe,  the  existence  of 
Israel  is  in  doubt” 

Bourguiba  said  that  this  is  “a  new 
tjrpe  of  colmiial  problem — to  supplant 
one  people  with  another.  'The  people 
of  Palestine  now  find  themsdves  in  the 
same  position  that  the  Jews  found  them¬ 
selves  in  during  the  war.  It  is  the 
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Bourguiba  Toes  the  Cairo  Line 


Arabs  who  are  now  sitting  in  concen¬ 
tration  camps.” 

And  he  warned: 

“If  no  solution  will  be  found  by 
the  powers,  and  quickly,  there  will 
be  new  wars  around  Palestine. 
Perhaps  not  today  or  tomorrow  or 
even  next  year  or  ten  years  hence, 
but  there  will  again  be  an  armed 
struggle  in  the  Middle  East.  For 
130  years  France  thought  they  had 
a  French  Algeria,  but  this  only  led 
to  war  and  bloodshed.  And  only 
then  will  a  just  solution  emerge, 
as  it  has  in  Algeria.” 

The  Ben-Gurkm  Reply.  In  Jerusalem, 
on  May  19,  Ben-Gurion  said  that  Bour¬ 
guiba  was  completely  ignorant  of  “the 
history  of  the  land  of  Israel.” 

Rejecting  Mr.  Bourguiba’s  statement 
that  Israel  violated  decisions  and  had 
invoked  the  “right  of  conquest,”  Ben- 
Gurion  said: 

“Here  we  are  and  here  we  have 
been  for  thousands  of  years,  and 
we  are  here,  not  on  sufferance,  but 
by  virtue  of  our  historic  rights. 

“These  rights  were  recognized 
by  the  League  of  Nations  and  re¬ 
affirmed  by  the  UN  General  As¬ 
sembly  in  1947.” 

Ben-Gurion  stressed  that  it  was  the 
Arab  states,  and  not  Israel,  that  violated 
that  UN  decision.  He  said  that  the 
500,000  Arabs  who  left  the  area  of 
Palestine  allotted  to  Israel  by  the  UN 
resolution  left  “on  the  instructions  of 
the  Arab  leaders — led  by  Haj  Amin  al- 
Husseini,  who  was  formerly  Mufti  in 
Jerusalem  and  then  the  partner  of  Hit¬ 
ler  and  Eichmann  in  the  killing  of  mil¬ 
lions  of  Jews. 

“The  Government  of  Israel  did  not 
expel  a  single  Arab  resident,  and,  even 
before  the  State  was  founded,  the  Jew¬ 
ish  Haganah  announced  that  any  Arab 
could  remain  where  he  was.  And  all 
the  Arabs  who  did  not  obey  the  Mufti’s 
orders  have  indeed  remain^  to  this  day 
in  their  towns  and  villages  in  Israel.” 

Ben-Gurion  also  repudiated  Bour¬ 
guiba’s  attempt  to  draw  an  analogy  be¬ 
tween  the  plight  of  the  Jews  under  the 
Nazis  and  the  status  of  the  Arabs  in 
Palestine. 

He  expressed  “astonishment  that  a 
responsible  statesman  like  the  President 
of  Tunisia  should  utter  the  same  sland¬ 
ers  that  are  repeatedly  broadcast  over 
Cairo  Radio  un^r  the  guidance  of  Nazi 
advisers  who  are  now  serving  the  Egyp¬ 
tian  dictator.” 


He  pointed  out  that  Arabs  and  Jews  | 
inside  Israel  have  equal  opportunities  1 
in  education,  employment  and  health  ( 
facilities.  Since  Israel  was  established, 
the  death  rate  of  Israel  Arabs  has  : 
dropped  from  20  to  6.7  per  thousand — 
a  considerably  lower  rate  than  exists  in 
any  of  the  Arab  countries.  > 

Disappointment.  That  Ben-Gurion  went  | 
to  some  length  to  reply  to  Bourguiba  j 
evidences  the  extent  of  Israel’s  dis-  j 
appointment.  ! 

The  Tunisian  President  had  always 
been  regarded  as  an  independent  and 
liberal  Arab  leader.  There  had  been  a 
community  of  experience  and  attitude  j 
between  Tunisia  and  Israel  which  had 
led  Israel’s  friends  to  hope  that  Bour¬ 
guiba  could  eventually  be^me  a  factor 
for  an  Arab-Israel  peace. 

Tunisia  and  Israel  had  parallel  ex¬ 
periences.  Tunisia  struggled  for  inde¬ 
pendence  from  the  French  as  the  Jews 
were  demanding  that  the  British  carry 
out  the  Balfour  Declaration  and  the 
League  of  Nations  Mandate  for  a  na¬ 
tional  homeland  for  the  Jewish  people 
in  Palestine.  In  both  struggles,  modera¬ 
tion — ^rather  than  extremism — ^was  the 
rule. 

Bourguiba,  like  the  leaders  of  Israel, 
stood  with  the  West  during  World  War 
II  and  in  the  post-war  period. 

During  the  war,  Nazi  propaganda 
made  headway  in  most  Arab  countries 
because  their  “final  solution”  of  the 
Jewish  problem  meant  the  end  of  a  Jew¬ 
ish  Palestine. 

But  Bourguiba  countered  it  in  Tu¬ 
nisia.  He  warned  that  an  Axis  victmy 
meant  that  Tunisia  would  become  an 
Italian  colony,  and  he  refused  to  broad¬ 
cast  for  the  Axis  during  the  Vichy 
occupation. 

Tunisia  and  Israel  are  the  two  Near 
East  states  which  are  pro- West.  Tunisia 
has  combatted  Nasser’s  brand  of  posi¬ 
tive  neutralism.  And  Bourguiba,  like 
Israel’s  leaders,  has  resisted  Communist 
attempts  to  penetrate  his  country. 

In  fact,  between  1946  and  1948, 
Bourguiba  relied  on  the  Worid  Federa¬ 
tion  of  Free  Trade  Unions,  as  well  as 
on  Jewish  leaders  in  Paris,  in  the  strug¬ 
gle  waged  by  his  Neo-Destour  party 
to  resist  Communist  efforts  to  dominate 
trade  unions  in  Tunisia. 

It  is  an  interesting  coincidence  that 
Bourguiba  fared  best  when  Jews  led 
France.  At  the  beginning  of  his  career,  | 
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Bourguiba  and  other  leaders  of  the  Neo- 
Destour  party  were  interned  in  the  Tu> 
nisian  Saiiara.  But,  in  1936,  the  popu¬ 
lar  front  government,  led  by  Leon  Blum, 
freed  them  and  they  were  enabled  to 
resume  their  struggle  for  an  elected  par¬ 
liament  in  Tunisia.  Another  French 
Jewish  leader,  Prime  Minister  Mendes 
— France,  paved  the  way  for  Tunisian 
independence  when  he  offered  to  nego¬ 
tiate  with  Bourguiba  in  1954. 

Jews  of  Tunisia  have  not  been  sub¬ 
jected  to  the  kind  of  discrimination 
they  suffered  in  other  Arab  lands.  That 
fact  and  Bourguiba’s  past  record  led  to 
I  the  hope  that  the  moderation  of  Bour¬ 
guiba  would  eventually  prevail  in  Arab 
counsels  as  Arab  leaders  matured  and 
acquired  a  sense  of  jresponsibility. 

Repercussions.  But  if  Bourguiba  per¬ 
sists  in  his  harsh  anti-Israel  stand,  there 
may  be  serious  repercussions  on  three 
fronts. 

He  may  unwittingly  encourage  pro- 
Nasser  extremists  in  their  anti-Jewish 
campaign  in  Morocco,  where  250,000 
Jews  fear  the  effects  of  Cairo’s  pressure 
on  the  Moroccan  government. 

He  may  strengthen  the  Arab  League’s 
campaign  to  influence  the  new  African 
countries  to  sever  their  ties  with  Israel. 

Finally,  there  is  the  question  of  future 
France-Israel  relations. 

Everyone  wants  to  see  an  early  Al¬ 
gerian  settlement.  But  once  it  is  nego¬ 
tiated,  the  Arabs  will  concentrate  on  one 
remaining  target — Israel.  And  they  will 
intensify  their  anti-Israel  campaign  in 
'  Paris.  In  the  coming  months,  the  Arab 
I  states  will  be  telling  the  Quai  D’Orsay 
that  France  can  regain  friends,  influ- 
j  ence  and  power  in  the  Arab  world  if 
she  will  stop  providing  arms  to  Israel. 
In  any  new  arrangements  between 
France  and  the  Arab  states,  Bourguiba 
will  doubtless  continue  to  play  a  major 
role.  His  attitude  towards  Israel  is, 
therefore,  a  matter  of  vital  concern. 

Postscript  firom  Cairo.  Cairo’s  reaction 
to  President  Bourguiba’s  May  12  speech 
branded  him  as  too  moderate. 

Cairo  Radio  broadcast  an  Al-Gom- 
houria  article,  entitled  “No  Bargain¬ 
ing’’: 

"We  have  not  lost  confidence  that 
we  shall  return. 

"We  would  like  to  tell  Bourguiba 
that  the  solution  of  the  Palestine 
case  is  contained  in  the  restoration 
of  all  Palestine.  We  do  not  agree 
to  bargain  over  it  and  we  do  not 
consent  to  renounce  a  single  inch 
of  it.  We  do  not  want  to  return 
while  the  Israeli  flag  still  flies  ova* 
a  single  square  mile  of  our  land." 

For  Cairo,  today,  there  are  no  con- 
I  cessions  and  no  compromises.  The 
Bourguiba  speech  has  fed  the  app>etite 
I  of  Arab  Lrague  extremism — a  result 
Bourguiba  probably  never  anticipated. 


The  1961-62  foreign  aid  program 
proposes  to  spend  $4,806  million — 
about  one  billion  more  than  Congress 
appropriated  last  year. 

The  Mutual  Security  Act  is  to  be  re¬ 
placed  by  two  new  Acts. 

The  Act  for  International  Develop¬ 
ment  (AID)  would  authorize  the  expen¬ 
diture  of  $2,921  million  in  economic 
aid:  $1,187  million  for  long-term  de¬ 
velopment  loans  repayable  in  dollars  at 
low  interest  rates;  about  one  billion  in 
grants  for  development  and  technical 
assistance  and  to  help  hard  pressed  na¬ 
tions  to  finance  commodity  imports; 
$500  million  for  a  contingency  fund; 
the  balance  for  international  agencies 
and  for  other  purposes. 

The  International  Peace  and  Security 
Act  (IPSA)  will  authorize  $1,885  mil¬ 
lion  for  military  assistance. 

The  major  change  is  the  provision  for 
long-term  dollar  loans.  The  Adminis¬ 
tration  wants  authority  to  borrow  $7.3 
billion  from  the  Treasury — $900  mil¬ 
lion  this  year  and  $1,600  million  a  year 
for  the  next  four  years.  This  would 
enable  the  Administration  to  commit 
the  United  States  to  assist  other  coun¬ 
tries  in  long-range  programs.  Aid  on 
this  basis  would  be  more  effective;  it  is 
hazardous  to  attempt  large-scale  proj¬ 
ects  if  they  must  depend  on'  annud 
appropriations.  The  loans  would  be 
repayable  in  dollars,  not  in  soft  cur¬ 
rency. 

Of  the  $2,921  million  to  be  spent  this 
year,  only  $1,691  million  would  come 
from  new  appropriations.  The  balance 
would  be  financed  by  the  $900  million 
Treasury  loan,  $287  million  in  Marshall 
plan  loan  repayments,  and  $43  million 
from  unused  appropriations. 

The  request  will  encounter  stiff  oppo¬ 
sition  in  Congress  because  of  the  five- 
year  Treasury  financing  plan.  Foes  of 
foreign  aid  charge  this  is  a  device  to  by¬ 
pass  annual  review  by  Congress.  Op- 
(>osition  also  comes  from  Congressmen 
who  want  more  money  to  relieve  unem¬ 
ployment  at  home.  Other  critics  con¬ 
tend  that  the  United  States  has  lost 
ground  in  countries  where  we  have  giv¬ 
en  substantial  assistance  in  the  past, 
such  as  Laos.  The  friends  of  foreign 
aid  will  have  to  redouble  their  efforts 
to  match  the  many  negative  pressures 
on  these  issues. 


Repeal  of  the  Mutual  Security  Act 
means  the  repeal  of  many  riders  which 
Congress  has  written  into  our  foreign 
aid  program.  These  include  both  the 
Morse-Javits  amendment,  which  was 
adopted  in  1959,  and  the  Hays-Douglas- 
Keating  amendment,  which  was  adopted 
in  I960.  These  “sense-of-Congresf" 
amendments  give  the  President  discre¬ 
tionary  authority  to  withhold  aid  from 
countries  which  discriminate  against 
Americans  on  the  ground  of  race  or 
religion,  and  which  carry  on  economic 
warfare,  such  as  economic  boycotts  and 
the  closing  of  international  waterways. 
The  first  was  Congressional  reaction  to 
the  ban  on  Jews  at  the  US.  base  in 
Saudi  Arabia.  The  second  was  an  out¬ 
growth  of  the  VAR  Suez  blockade. 

The  new  bill  does  not  contain  any  re¬ 
strictive  riders  on  aid.  However,  the 
Administration  incorporated  a  general 
statement  into  the  Preamble  affirming 
the  principles  announced  in  the  two 
amendments — in  positive  rather  than  in 
negative  terms.  The  Section  reads: 

"In  addition,  the  Congress  declares 
that  it  is  the  policy  of  the  United 
States  to  support  the  principles  of 
increased  economic  cooperation  and 
trade  among  nations,  freedom  of 
navigation  in  international  water¬ 
ways,  and  recognition  of  the  right 
of  all  private  persona  to  travel  and 
pursue  their  lawful  activities  with¬ 
out  discrimination  as  to  race  or 
religion." 

President  Kenrtedy  supported  both 
the  Morse-Javits  arul  the  Hays-Douglas- 
Keating  amendments  while  in  the  Sen¬ 
ate,  although  he  felt  that  such  amerul- 
ments  would  not  be  necessary  if  the 
Administration  took  a  strong  position. 

Sen.  Homer  E.  Capehart  (R-Ind.) 
unintentionally  whipped  up  a  storm 
among  his  Indiana  constituents  during 
the  Senate  debate  on  the  propriety  of 
negotiations  with  Castro  to  exchange 
tractors  for  prisoners. 

Sen.  Capehart  opposed  the  negotia¬ 
tions  with  Castro  and  quoted  Sen.  J.  W. 
Fulbright  (D-Ark.)  to  bolster  his  argu¬ 
ment  that  such  negotiations  are  in  viola¬ 
tion  of  the  Logan  Act  However,  the 
Fulbright  speech  which  Sen.  Capehart 
inserted  in  the  Record  was  the  one 
made  on  Apr.  25,  1960  in  which  Sen. 
Fulbright  attacked  labor  tmion  mem¬ 
bers  who  had  been  picketing  the  UAR 
ship  Cleopatra,  as  a  demonstration  to 
protest  the  UAR  bojrcott  of  American 
ships  which  trade  wi^  Iwael. 

The  reaction  surprised  Sen.  Capehart 
His  aides  hastened  to  point  out  that  the 
Senator  did  not  intend  to  reflect  on  Is¬ 
rael  or  Israd’s  friends  and  that  in  1959 
and  1960  Sen.  Capehart  supported  the 
Morse-Javits  and  the  Hays-Dou^as- 
Keating  amendments.  He  also  opposed 
Sen.  Fulbright’s  efforts  to  water  down 
the  freedom  of  the  seas  rider. 
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submarines  to  Israel.  Nasser  tcdd  the 
London  Times  that  Britain’s  attitude 
toward  the  Arabs  and  Israel  will  ulti¬ 
mately  affect  the  UAR’s  relations  with 
Britain.  Nasser  charged  that  the  Brit¬ 
ish  are  on  the  side  of  Israel. 

In  a  similar  vein,  Hussein  Zulhcar 
Sabry,  UAR  Deputy  Foreign  Minister, 
complained,  on  May  16,  that  Britain  re¬ 
fused  consular  representation  to  the 
UAR  in  the  Emirates  in  the  southern 
part  of  the  Arabian  peninsula  and  was 
helping  Israel  to  consolidate  its  foot¬ 
hold  in  Africa. 

Troika.  One  of  the  major  issues  on  the 
Kennedy-Khrushchev  agenda  is  our 
country's  objection  to  the  Soviet  demand 
that  every  international  agency  or  body 
be  controlled  by  a  triumvirate  consist¬ 
ing  of  one  representative  of  the  West, 
one  of  the  East,  and  one  of  the  so-called 
uncommitted  or  neutral  nations. 

Washington  calls  the  policy  the  troika 
— the  name  of  a  Russian  vehicle  drawn 
by  three  horses.  The  Communists  raised 
the  demand  in  their  attack  on  Sec.  Gen. 
Dag  Hammarskjold,  in  their  proposals 
for  nuclear  test-ban  inspection,  in  the 
Laos  negotiations.  Americans  charge 
that  the  proposal  pves  veto  power  to 
each  of  the  triumvirate. 

How  the  “neutrals”  and  uncommitted 
nations  feel  on  this  issue  may  prove 
decisive.  Do  they  want  to  operate  as  a 
bloc,  with  formal  representation? 

The  forthcoming  Cairo  conference 
which  Nasser  and  Tito  have  organized 
may  prove  significant  if  it  brings  about 
the  formation  of  a  bloc  which  would 
accept  the  Soviet  line  and  demand 
formal  representation  as  a  third  force. 

The  preparatory  conference  begins  in 
Cairo  this  week.  It  may  disclose  the 
extent  to  which  Nasser’s  latest  initia¬ 
tive  has  penetrated  our  own  hemisphere. 

Split.  While  Nasser  is  selling  his  neu¬ 
tralist  anti-Western  doctrine  to  Latin 
America,  the  recent  conference  of  in- 
dep«ndent  African  states  held  at  Mon¬ 
rovia  shows  that  a  majority  of  the 
African  countries  do  not  follow  Nasser 
and  Kwame  Nkrumah  in  their  proposals 
for  pan-African  integration.  They  pre¬ 
fer  cooperation  to  unification. 

Twenty  nations,  many  of  them  for¬ 
mer  French  colonies,  participated.  Their 
resolutions  were  moderate  statements  on 
Africa’s  needs.  They  refrained  from  the 
kind  of  bitter  denunciations  against  co¬ 
lonialism  which  have  been  a  feature  of 
the  deliberations  of  the  five  Casablanca 
powers — the  UAR,  Ghana,  Mali,  Mo¬ 
rocco  and  Guinea. 

Significantly,  two  Arab  League  mem¬ 
bers,  Tunisia  and  Libya,  were  represent¬ 
ed  at  Monrovia,  not  at  Casablanca. 
Leadership  at  Monrovia  came  from  Li¬ 
beria’s  president,  William  Tubman,  and 
Tafawa  Balewa,  Prime  Minister  of  Ni¬ 
geria. 

The  20  will  meet  again  at  Lagos  later 
this  year  and  it  is  expected  that  they 
will  have  nKxv  members  while  the  rad¬ 


ical  Casablanca  bloc  may  decline  in 
strength  and  influence. 

The  five  Casablanca  powers  boycotted 
Monrovia,  and  Ghana  criticized  the  20 
for  resisting  unification. 

The  Monrovia  conference  was  at¬ 
tacked  in  Iraq.  Al-Bayan,  Baghdad 
newspaper,  denounced  the  conference  as 
a  counter-revolutionary  undertaking  by 
the  rulers  of  the  West  and  equatorial 
African  states  to  help  each  other  safe¬ 
guard  and  protect  their  regimes  from 
opposition  elements.  “It  is  an  alliance 
of  these  rulers  to  contain  and  repress 
the  revolutionary  trends,”  the  paper 
said. 

Meanwhile,  Cairo  beats  the  drums  for 
a  pan-African  military  force.  In  a  radio 
broadcast  to  West  Africa  in  Hausa,  on 
May  10,  Cairo  Radio  declared  that  if 
there  had  been  a  strong  pan-African 
military  force  in  the  nineteenth  cen¬ 
tury  there  would  have  been  no  colonial 
powers  in  Africa. 

Cairo’s  African  broadcasts  still  de¬ 
nounce  the  United  States  in  the  Congo, 
charging  that  Kasavubu  is  America’s 
“agent”  and  the  United  Nations  is  its 
“tool.” 


Creation  of  regional  organizations  in 
the  Middle  East  and  Africa  to  solve 
problems  by  peaceful  methods  was  ad¬ 
vocated  by  Abdul  Aziz  2^obi,  Moslem 
Deputy  Mayor  of  Nazareth,  Israel,  at 
the  third  Mediterranean  Colloquium, 
which  opened  May  24  in  Florence, 
Italy. 

The  conference  brought  together  del¬ 
egates  from  Israel,  the  United  Arab  Re¬ 
public,  Tunisia,  Algeria,  Morocco,  Leb¬ 
anon,  Senegal,  Mali,  Kenya,  the  Union 
of  South  Africa  and  seversil  European 
countries. 

The  delegates  from  Israel  included 
Moslem  officials  of  Nazareth  and  Jewish 
professors  from  Hebrew  University. 

Ekhmann  Trial.  Substantial  majorities 
of  the  American  public  believe  that 
Adolf  Eichmann  is  getting  a  fair  trial. 
They  believe  that  Israel  was  right  to  try 
him  and  to  retell  the  story  of  the  Nazi 
horror.  This  has  been  confirmed  in  polls 
conducted  by  Dr.  George  Gallup,  Di¬ 
rector  of  the  American  Institute  of  Pub¬ 
lic  Opinion.  Similar  views  are  held  in 
Britain  and  Switzerland. 


And  in  Iran.  The  purpose  of  the  new 
regime  in  Iran  is  to  numb  the  people 
with  a  sedative,  Cairo  Radio  charged 
on  May  14.  It  told  the  Arab  world  that 
Dr.  Ali  Amini’s  regime  was  brought  to 
power  by  the  Shah  in  order  to  under¬ 
mine  revolutionary  movements.  The 
broadcast  said  that  Amini  “is  famous 
for  consolidating  reactionary  coups.”  It 
recalls  that  he  was  Minister  of  Finance 
in  the  Zahedi  government,  which  fol¬ 
lowed  the  liquidation  of  the  Mossadegh 
regime  ^d  negotiated  with  the  Amer¬ 
ican,  British  and  French  oil  companies 
to  restore  their  position  in  Iran. 

Meanwhile,  Iran  is  struggling  to  pre¬ 
serve  its  stability.  Amini  is  moving  to 
end  waste  and  corruption.  He  is  op¬ 
posed  by  the  National  Front,  a  left-of- 
center  coalition.  If  Amini  succeeds, 
Iran  may  remain  a  member  of  the 
CENTO  alliance.  Collapse  of  his  regime 
may  lead  to  the  return  of  Mossadegh 
and  overthrow  of  the  Shah. 

Co<^nition.  Sometimes  Arabs  and  Is¬ 
raelis  do  meet — on  a  non-governmental 
level. 
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Cairo  Radio  claims  that  John  S.  Ba- 
deau,  new  U.  S.  Ambassador  to  the 
UAR,  accepted  his  post  only  on  con¬ 
dition  that  President  Kennedy  himself 
would  read  his  reports. 

In  a  Hebrew  broadcast  on  May 
2S,  the  Cairo  “Sphinx”  program 
confidently  declar^  that  Badea^ 
formerly  dean  of  the  American  Uni¬ 
versity  in  Cairo,  “knows  the  wrong 
which  was  done  to  the  whole  Arab 
nation  as  a  result  of  the  criminal 
stupidity  of  those  men  in  Washing¬ 
ton  who  conducted  an  immoral  pol¬ 
icy  and  in  so  doing  maliciously 
damaged  the  United  States’  rela¬ 
tions  with  the  Arab  world.  ...  He 
will  call  the  attention  of  those  re¬ 
sponsible  in  Washington  to  the 
right  way  to  win  the  sympathy  of 
the  Arab  world.” 
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